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unaltered  amid  the  changing  elements  of  progress,  often  in- 
volves a  hindrance  to  action  and  to  work. 

Why  should  a  surface  hindrance  persist  and  thus  retard  ? 
That  is,  indeed,  our  own  question.  The  answer,  however,  is 
instructive  and  interesting.  However  firm  is  the  grasp  of  the 
past  on  the  present,  it  is  seldom  felt.  Wordsworth  has  told 
us  in  a  familiar  line  that 

Custom  lies  upon  us  with  a  weight 
Heavy  as  frost. 

But  the  weight  of  custom,  like  that  of  the  atmosphere  in  and 
under  which  we  live,  is  all  unfelt.   "  Use  and  wont," 

Old  sisters  of  a  bygone  day, 
Gray  nurses,  loving  nothing  new, 

do  not  allow  us  to  see  clearly  that  which  they  have  charge  of. 
Habit,  personal  familiarity  from  early  life,  perhaps  aug- 
mented by  influences  transmitted  through  many  generations, 
blinds  us  to  the  imperfection  of  that  which  is  familiar. 
It  likewise  distorts  the  image  of  that  which  is  novel,  and 
makes  it  impossible  for  definite  superiority  to  be  duly  per- 
ceived. 

Caxton  gave  us  mechanical  writing,  and  stopped  all  change. 
Through  the  centuries  since,  the  sounds  of  speech  have  been 
presented  to  the  eye  by  symbols  that  have  undergone  no 
material  alteration.  They  are  now,  indeed,  little  less  clumsy 
than  when  the  Phoenicians  and  Egyptians  first  gave  alpha- 
betical writing  to  mankind. 

Consider  our  present  system  of  writing  as  a  new  invention. 
Conceive  the  reception  that  would  be  given  to  it  as  a  nine- 
teenth-century device  for  presenting  to  the  eye  the  sounds  of 
speech,  for  symbolising  the  movements  of  articulation  by 
movements  of  the  hand.  Its  defect  is  only  in  slight 
degree  a  matter  of  spelling.  The  reformation  of  our  present 
"  orthography "  (as  it  is  termed  by  an  inverted  metaphor) 
would  leave  untouched  the  cumbersome  symbolism  of  cur- 
rent writing.  It  is  not  only  cumbersome,  but  laborious.  About 
five  difli^erent  movements  of  the  hand  are  required  to  repre- 
sent each  simple  movement  of  speech,  and  often  this  number 
is  doubled  or  trebled.  Writing  can  only  be  easy  and  simple 
when  the  movements  of  the  hand  that  symbolise  each  move- 
ment of  speech  and  its  resulting  sound  are  the  fewest  com- 
patible with  secure  and  ready  perception  by  the  eye.  Such 
simplicity  is  the  basis  of  phonetic  shorthand.  It  is  the 
facility  thus  obtained  that  we  desire  to  extend  in  the  use  of 
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the  art  of  writing  essential  for  the  work  of  our  profession. 
Our  object  is  to  promote  that  work  by  the  use  of  a  method  of 
writing  that  needs  at  the  most  only  one- third  of  the  time  and 
one-third  of  the  trouble  of  longhand,  and  yet  has  an  average 
legibility  more  prompt  and  more  secure. 

The  need  for  writing  in  medical  work  will  be  self  evident  to 
most,  but,  perhaps,  not  to  all.  Yet  its  grounds  are  suflBciently 
conspicuous.  The  knowledge  has  been  obtained  by  observa- 
tion, and  is  increased  through  life  by  personal  observation,  and 
by  reasoning  based  thereon.  But  in  every  science  that  rests  on 
observation,  the  need  for  written  record  is  absolute.  No 
memory,  whatever  its  capacity,  can  be  trusted.  Immediate 
record  alone  can  make  observation  effective.   That  which  is 
secured  by  the  use  of  shorthand,  even  at  a  low  speed,  is  this : 
in  a  given  time  there  can  be  twice  the  amount  of  record  that 
is  possible  with  longhand,  and  yet  twice  the  time  in  which 
to  observe.   For  the  greater  amount  of  record  observation 
must  be  more  minute,  more  precise.   Description  at  once 
reveals  unsuspected  uncertainties,    and  tlie  greater  the 
amount  of  record  the  more  accurate  is  the  observation,  the 
more  valuable  is  the  result.   The  effect  of  the  use  of  short- 
hand is,  and  must  be,  on  the  quality  of  scientific  work  so  far 
as  observation  is  concerned.    Nor  is  it  alone  a  matter  of 
quality.   Many  of  the  facts  observed  are  changing,  passing. 
In  these  the  effect  of  the  use  of  shorthand  is  not  merely 
qualitative ;  facts  can  be  described  which  longhand  could  not 
possibly  record.    It  must  be  remembered  that  shorthand 
enables,  when  necessary,  not  twice,  but  three  and  four  times 
the  amount  of  record,  and  thus  transient  phenomena  can  be 
adequately  described  which  would  elude  entirely  the  slow 
pursuit  of  longhand,  however  abbreviated.   The  difference  is 
thus  absolute  ;  observations  can  be  secured  that  would  other- 
wise be  lost.   These  facts  are  true  of  our  work  as  a  branch 
of  natural  science.^  I  emphasise  them  because  the  statements 
are  true  of  every  science  which  rests  on  observation,  and  in  all 
natural  sciences  the  art  we  advocate  would  of  necessity  in- 
crease the  capacity  of  every  worker,  and  augment  the  value 
of  his  work.   We  venture  to  hope,  indeed,  that  the  influence 
of  our  Society  may  ultimately  extend  the  use  of  shorthand  in 


fuA^c»'^°'"r  *  'e**®!'  read  to  the  meeting  from 
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many  other  branches  of  intellectual  work  and  especially  in 
natural  science. 

But  no  eflFect  on  the  quality  of  work  is  limited  thereto  ;  the 
worker  is  influenced  as  well  as  the  work.  If  a  man  habitually 
observes  more  fully,  more  precisely,  and  more  carefully,  he 
must  become  a  better  observer,  able  to  perceive  more  accu- 
rately, more  minutely,  more  adequately,  and  to  attain  pre- 
cision more  readily.  This  influence,  moreover,  whatever  its 
degree,  must  be  progressive.  We  might  take  as  our  motto 
the  words  "  Writing  maketh  an  exact  man." 

The  use  of  shorthand  in  science  does  not  stop  at  the 
record  of  observation.  It  is  equally  available,  with  the 
same  saving  of  time  and  labour,  in  the  processes  of  com- 
parison of  observations,  of  epitomising  the  facts  observed 
by  others,  and  in  all  the  preliminary  work  of  composition. 
Indeed,  I  have  frequently  written  the  final  copy  in  short- 
hand ;  typewriters  transcribe  it  with  accuracy,  and  it  is  only 
a  question  of  demand  for  shorthand  MS.  to  be  accurately  put 
up  directly  in  ordinary  type. 

These  remarks  have  special  reference  to  the  work  by  which 
medical  science  is  increased  and  improved.  It  may  be 
thought  that  they  have  little  application  to  the  work  of  the 
practitioner.  Such  an  idea  is  a  mistake,  and,  like  most 
mistakes,  is  instructive  by  its  error.  The  capacity  of  short- 
hand to  promote  the  work  of  our  profession  attains  its 
maximum  in  the  aid  it  can  give  to  the  practitioner.  Further, 
the  aid  it  can  give  the  practitioner  does  not  essentially  djfi'er 
from  that  which  it  afl"ords  to  higher  scientific  work,  and  the 
fact  is  worth  noting. 

For  what  is  the  work  of  the  practitioner  of  medicine  ?  Of 
all  those  who  toil  in  the  busy  hives  or  barren  deserts 
of  this  earth  of  ours,  he  stands  in  one  respect  alone.  His 
daily  work  is  to  apply  science  to  human  need.  He  avails 
himself  of  the  knowledge  that  we  have  of  the  processes  of 
Nature  without  and  within  the  human  frame,  to  strive  to 
avert  or  arrest  disaster  to  life.  He  starts  equipped  with  a 
cei'tain  amount  of  knowledge — as  much  as  he  can  receive 
from  those  who  teach  him.  But  he  learns  more  from  each 
day's  work.  Facts  come  before  him  every  hour,  facts  some- 
times new,  and  often  new  to  him.  His  ability  depends  on 
his  use  of  them,  on  the  exactness  of  his  observations,  on  his 
adequate  retention  of  their  lessons.  No  practitioner  can  do 
his  daily  work  with  any  competence  without  constani'y 
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observing  for  himself,  constantly  reasoning  from  his  obser- 
vations. The  work  of  the  medical  practitioner,  high  or  low, 
is  personal  science,  as  that  of  no  other  worker  is. 

Cavil  as  we  may  at  the  word  "  science,"  no  distinction  can 
be  drawn  between  the  work  of  the  medical  practitioner  and 
that  of  the  highest  scientist,  save  in  degree  and  in  the  fact 
that  the  knowledge  is  gained  chiefly  for  application.  The 
latter  is,  indeed,  rather  a  spur  than  a  hindrance.  It  involves 
special  risks  of  error,  but  these  are  not  inevitable.  The 
point  to  which  I  would  lead  you,  however,  is  that  for  each 
one  of  us  in  our  daily  work  precise  record  is  as  necessary  as 
for  the  advanced  investigator.  Without  the  use  of  writing 
the  facts  that  pass  before  him  will  leave  only  a  transient 
furrow  on  the  sands  of  unaided  memory,  vanishing  for  the 
most  part  when  new  facts  disturb  the  surface,  obliterated  by 
the  first  of  the  strong  gusts  that  come  and  change  and  go,  or 
at  most  leaving  but  a  slight  modification  in  mental  tendency. 
Without  record  there  can  be  no  precision  ;  without  precision 
there  can  be  no  certainty  either  of  inference  or  of  action. 
The  vague  efl'ect  of  unrecorded — and  therefore  unconsidered — 
"experience"  is  too  often  a  warping  of  judgment  by  the  in- 
fluence of  some  striking  but  exceptional  fact,  conspicuous  in 
vague  outline  in  the  memory,  while  the  conditions  essential 
to  its  interpretation  are  forgotten.  Only  habitual,  imme- 
diate record  can  preserve  from  these  dangers  the  "  personal 
science  "  on  which  depiends  the  work  of  the  practitioner  and 
the  welfare  of  his  patients.  For  this  result  the  record  of  that 
which  is  observed  must  of  course  be  utilised  and  so  arranged 
that  its  value  shall  not  be  lost.  Yet  the  mere  process  of 
record  gives,  as  we  have  seen,  precision  to  observation  and 
secures  retention,  not  otherwise  to  be  obtained. 

For  all  this  personal  use  of  writing,  phonetic  shorthand  is 
available  with  unmixed  advantage.  Properly  written  at  three 
times  the  speed  of  swift  longhand,  it  can  be  read  as  fast  as  the 
lips  can  move,  even  if  written  by  another  person.  To  teach  the 
mode  of  employing  it  to  most  advantage,  and  the  method  of 
adapting  the  record  to  subsequent  use,  are  among  the  objects 
of  our  society,  and  information  on  these  subjects  has  already 
been  published  by  it.  1  would  add,  moreover,  that  the 
persistent  and  increasing  help  to  the  practitioner's  work, 
obtained  through  the  facility  of  record  that  shorthand  aff'ords, 
is  a  matter  of  personal  experience  to  which  many  members 
of  our  society  can  bear  the  strongest  testimony.    We  have 
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among  our  members  those  who  have  usea  it  with  great 
advantage  during  forty  years,  although  we  cannot  produce 
a  rival  to  Dr.  Hall  Gladstone,  whose  use  of  it  in  science 
dates  from  1846. 

I  have  said  nothing  yet  of  the  value  of  shorthand  to  the 
student  in  gaining  the  knowledge  which  the  collective  wis- 
dom of  the  profession  decrees  that  he  shall  obtain  by  the 
ear.  Shorthand  enables  a  student  to  make  a  perfect  epitome 
of  his  lectures,  more  useful  than  any  textbook,  and  yet  give 
more  attention  to  the  subject  than  if  he  took  no  notes.  To 
attempt  to  secure  a  full  report  of  the  superfluous  verbiage 
with  which  almost  every  lecturer  conveys  knowledge  is  a 
profound  mistake.  It  is  an  instance  of  the  misuse  of  the 
facility  in  writing  which  shorthand  afl'ords.  There  is  no  use- 
ful thing,  however  precious,  which  may  not  be  misused. 

The  student's  training  comprises  also  the  acquisition  of 
knowledge  by  personal  observation— a  method  of  learning 
which  has  to  continue  through  life.  On  his  skill  in  this, 
much  of  his  future  ability  depends.  Here  shorthand  is  of 
peculiar  value.  It  renders  the  help  already  described,  and, 
in  addition  to  record  of  facts,  he  is  able  to  secure  the  com- 
ments on  them  given  by  his  teachers,  which  it  is  scarcely 
possible  to  secure  at  the  bedside  by  longhand.  Properly 
used,  the  influence  of  shorthand  on  the  student's  academical 
career  is  certain  and  not  small,  but  far  more  important  is 
that  which  it  exerts  on  his  future  work.  He  starts  on  a 
higher  level,  with  the  means  of  a  more  rapid  rise  to  thorough 
practical  power. 

During  the  two  months  long  vacation  a  student  can  easily 
acquire  a  knowledge  of  shorthand  sufiicient  to  make  it  ser- 
viceable and  to  insure  its  increase  by  use.    But  the  object  to 
be  desired  is  that  it  should  be  acquired  before  the  medical 
education  is  commenced.    Many  students  are  now  using  it 
to  the  utmost  advantage  who  learnt  it  before  the  commence- 
ment of  their  medical  studies.    No  greater  service  can  be 
done  to  any  intending  student  than  to  secure  this  acquisi- 
tion.   It  is  now  taught  in  a  large  number  of  public  schools^ 
but  unfortunately  when  a  knowledge  of  it  is  gained  it  is 
allowed  to  drop.    Its  use  is  not  inculcated,  and  the  lad  has 
forgotten  so  much  of  it  when  he  begins  his  medical  career 
that,  without  special  motive,  he  does  not  revive  it.  The 
remedy  is  simple.    Shorthand  should  be  an  extra,  mark- 
bearing  subject  in  the  preliminary  examination  for  the  pro- 
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fession.  It  would  displace  nothing.  Competence  in  all 
other  subjects  would  be  untouched.  The  effect  on  a  large 
number  ot  future  members  of  the  profession,  on  all  their  work 
—practical  and  scientific— would  be  vast.  Some  years  ago 
this  subject  was  brought  in  vain  before  the  General  Medical 
Council,  in  whose  hands  the  decision  lies.  But  our  thanks 
are  due  to  Sir  Dyce  Duckworth  and  Mr.  Wheelhouse  for  their 
initiation  of  an  effort  which  must  sooner  or  later  be  successful. 

Although  the  use  of  shorthand  through  life  can  best  begin 
with  the  student's  work,  it  has  been  repeatedly  learnt  some 
years  after  practice  was  commenced,  and  its  service  has  been 
quickly  and  effectively  obtained. 

It  is  a  prevalent  idea  that  shorthand  can  be  written  but  can- 
not be  read.  But  no  writer  who  has  a  moderately  good  know- 
ledge of  phonography  will  fail  to  confirm  my  statement  that, 
written  at  the  rate  I  have  mentioned,  at  three  times  the 
average  speed  of  longhand  it  can  be  read  with  far  greater 
security  than  the  longhand,  whether  the  reading  is  by  the 
writer  or  by  another  person.  The  popular  error  that  it  is 
illegible  is  due  to  the  immense  number  of  shorthand  writers 
who  learn  only  to  write  and  to  immediately  transcribe  and 
who  have  taken  no  pains  to  secure  the  ability  to  read.  Be- 
cause reading  is  not  a  spontaneous  result  of  writing  it  is  as- 
sumed to  be  impossible.  The  ability  to  read  shorthand  can 
indeed  be  acquired  perfectly  without  any  ability  to  write  it, 
and  is  sometimes  acquired. 

With  respect  to  the  time  needed  for  the  acquisition  of 
shorthand,  this  can  be  much  reduced  if  the  learner  chooses 
to  give  more  time  each  day  and  does  avail  himself  of  the  help 
of  lessons.  The  art  of  teaching  shorthand  has  been  of  late 
years  developed  to  a  remarkable  degree.  An  interesting  ex- 
periment has  been  lately  carried  out  on  some  members  of  our 
profession  by  Mr.  Hayns,  of  the  Westminster  School  of 
Shorthand,  which  shows  that  if  a  man  chooses  to  give  to  the 
study  two  hours  a  day,  with  a  lesson  each  day,  in  a  fortnight 
he  will  be  able  to  write  it  at  the  same  speed  of  longhand,  and 
at  the  end  of  a  month  will  have  secured  its  practical  use. 

Although  the  swiftest  writing  ever  achieved  has  been  by 
this  system,  for  our  purpose  moderate  speed  and  perfect  ease 
are  all  we  need.  With  three  times  the  speed  of  longhand, 
more  than  three  times  the  ease  of  writing,  and  a  definitely 
greater  legibility,  we  may  be  reasonably  content,  and  it  is 
this  we  desire  to  promote  in  our  profession. 
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It  8uch  a  combination  of  speed,  ease,  and  security  is  at  the 
disposal  of  anyone  who  chooses,  why  do  not  more  avail  them- 
selves of  the  help?  Because,  like  so  many  other  things,  it 
needs  a  present  sacrifice  for  future  good.  It  needs  the  power 
to  make  that  which  may  be,  as  potent  a  motive  as  that  which 
is.  To  each  man  comes,  by  choice  or  by  necessity,  the  daily 
task.  The  present  is  actual,  the  future  is  only  possible,  or  at 
most  probable.  That  which  depends  on  the  imagination,  ex- 
cited by  the  assurance  of  others,  is  seldom  an  influence  com- 
parable to  those  motives  which  are  at  hand,  and  directly  con- 
spicuous to  consciousness.  Hence  it  is  that  so  few  acquire 
our  art,  even  if  they  give  an  abstract  assent  to  the  assertion 
that  they  and  the  patients  whom  they  help  will  be  the  better 
for  it.  They  may  believe  the  assurance  that  the  daily  hour 
devoted  to  the  study  for  a  few  weeks  will  be  regained  within 
a  year,  but  there  is  the  present  work,  ever  pressing,  and 
this  claims  the  time  and  gains  it.  We  talk  of  the  power  of 
the  imagination,  but  bring  it  in  relation  to  action,  and  it  is 
seen  to  be  feeble  compared  with  the  power  of  that  which  is  a 
present  reality.  What  influence  on  the  mind  is  excited  by 
narrated  sufl"ering  compared  with  that  produced  by  witnessed 
agony  ?  The  one  is  as  real  as  the  other,  but  the  intense  dis- 
tress of  indignation  excited  by  that  which  is  seen  is  never 
equalled  by  that  which  is  imagined.  The  difference  in  mo- 
tive power  is  the  great  hindrance  to  the  acquisition  of  short- 
hand as  an  aid  to  work  tliat  can  be  done  without  it,  if  less 
adequately.  The  time  that  is  required  to  gain  the  greater  power 
has  to  be  taken  from  present  work ;  it  has  to  be  taken  on  the 
assurance  of  others,  and  the  effect  of  the  assurance  fades 
under  the  pressure  of  the  present.  It  may  be  influential  for  a 
week  or  two,  but  then  the  path  begins  to  seem  long.  The 
daily  time  is  shortened,  then  a  day  passes  without  study,  and 
soon  there  comes  the  realisation  of  the  statement  of  Whately, 
that  *'  that  which  ceases  to  be  habitual,  soon  becomes  habitual 
in  its  ceasing."  The  result  is  that  the  attempt  is  given  up, 
or  the  knowledge  that  is  acquired  is  so  imperfect  as  to  induce 
an  impression  of  its  capacity,  inadequate  and  erroneous, 
or  a  quite  mistaken  idea  of  personal  inability. 

Yet  it  should  not  be  so.  The  facts  I  have  dwelt  on  can  be 
testified  by  scores  of  members  of  our  Society,  and  those  who 
will  trust  the  testimony  will  not  long  need  such  assurance. 
They  will  soon  have  personal  experience  that  will  make  them 
altogether  independent  of  the  testimony  of  others. 
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But  it  will  be  asked,  Are  there  no  drawbacks  to  the  use  of 
shorthand  ?  One  alleged  drawback  is  this :  it  has  been  said 
that  the  constant  practice  of  making  notes  weakens  the 
memory,  lessens  the  power  of  retaining  facts  without 
notes. 

Without  doubt  the  more  the  unaided  memory  is  depended 
on,  and  cultivated,  the  greater  is  its  retentive  power.  But  I 
believe  that,  as  a  drawback  to  the  use  of  shorthand,  this  im- 
pression is  an  illusion.  It  is  due  to  the  comparison  between 
the  extent  and  precision  of  the  facts  secured  by  record  with 
the  small  extent  and  uncertain  character  of  those  which  are, 
and  alone  can  be,  retained  by  the  memory.  The  result  is  a 
comparison  in  which  the  memory  seems  far  more  inadequate 
than  it  is.  The  inadequacy  of  memory  is  realised  as  it  can- 
not be  by  those  who  trust  to  it  alone,  and  is  ascribed  to  the 
use  of  shorthand.  But,  if  shorthand  is  properly  used,  it  will 
involve  the  retention  of  a  greater  amount  of  knowledge  by 
the  memory.  If  the  recorder  is  not  content  with  a  mere 
mechanical  record,  but  notes  mentally  while  he  records  ;  and 
especially  if  he,  as  he  should  do  at  the  end  of  his  day's  work, 
reviews  the  record  and  considers  the  lessons  of  the  facts,  it 
will  be  found  that  far  more  is  remembered,  and  that  this  is- 
remembered  better  than  would  otherwise  be  possible.  But 
even  if  the  opinion  were  true  that  the  practice  of  noting  all 
important  facts  has  an  influence  on  the  retentive  power  of  the 
memory— and  I  am  not  at  all  disposed  to  grant  the  truth  of 
the  opinion  as  regards  the  proper  use  of  shorthand— there  can 
be  no  question  of  advantage  of  the  two  habits  thus  placed  in 
comparison.  To  permit  this  to  deter  from  the  acquisition 
and  use  of  shorthand  is,  in  a  degree  of  more  than  usual  accu>- 
racy,  to  be  "  penny  wise  and  pound  foolish." 

For  all  this,  shorthand  must  be  properly  known.  The 
great  pitfall  for  medical  phonographers  is  the  fact  that  it  can 
be  used  for  personal  purposes  when  inadequately  known,  and 
that  the  user  does  not  discern  how  great  is  the  diflTerence  in 
degree,  even  of  personal  service,  which  is  entailed  by  imper- 
fect knowledge.  This  is,  of  course,  only  the  assertion  that 
no  machine  can  be  properly  used  until  it  is  thoroughly 
mastered.  Unless  some  initial  trouble  is  given  to  bring  the 
knowledge  of  shorthand  to  definite  adequacy,  its  full  value 
will  not  be  obtained.  Moreover,  in  accordance  with  a  general 
law,  the  absence  of  that  which  has  not  been  gained  will  not 
be  realised.  The  loss  of  that  which  has  been  is  keenly  felt, 
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the  loss  of  that  which  might  be,  however  great  the  real  mis- 
fortune it  entails,  is  unperceived. 

If  we  can  accomplish  these  objects,  in  whatever  degree  we 
are  successful  in  our  eflbrts  we  shall  in  that  degree  do  more 
good  than  we  can  realise,  more  than  we  can  see  or  learn.  But 
this  is  not  all.   No  good  can  be  done,  or,  for  the  matter  of 
that,  no  evil,  which  has  not  its  own  indirect  results  of  the 
same  character.   Such  an  influence  as  I  have  spoken  of  gives 
increased  knowledge,  which,  as  I  have  said,  is  above  all  the 
"  knowledge  that  is  power."   No  man  can  gain  more  know- 
ledge without  obtaining  at  the  same  time  more  power  of 
acquiring  other  knowledge.    The  increased  opportunity  to 
learn,  which  the  use  of  shorthand  gives  us,  causes  of  necessity 
an  increased  ability  to  learn,  and  the  process  of  increase  in 
ability  goes  on  and  on. 

Lastly,  whatever  our  Society  can  achieve  is,  like  all  the 
work  of  the  profession  to  which  we  have  the  honour  to 
belong,  for  the  good  of  others.    Our  immediate  object, 
indeed,  may  be  to  our  own  existence  and  that  of  those 
dependent  on  us.   We  can  claim  no  immunity  from  that 
mysterious  blessing  which,  in  the  guise  of  a  curse,  accom- 
panied our  far-ofl"  ancestors  in  one  of  the  changes  they  passed 
through,  when  labour  became  the  price  of  life.    But  the 
work  which  we  do,  by  which  we  live,  is  that  by  which  as  far 
as  may  be  others  live.    Whatever  good  we  can  achieve,  who 
are  here  banded  together  for  a  common  object,  is  for  the 
benefit  of  those  who  in  their  need  depend  on  our  profession. 
Save  for  the  rare  occasions  when  the  use  of  shorthand  can 
secure  some  precious  words  of  wisdom  that  would  otherwise 
be  lost,  its  service  to  men  is  greatest  when  it  facilitates, 
increases,  makes  more  effectual  the  work  that  is  for  others. 
What  the  work  of  our  profession  is  I  need  not  tell  you.  But 
this  I  may  tell  you,  that  whatever  is  the  degree  of  the 
special  help  we  give  to  the  work  of  our  profession,  that  help 
will  not  be  transient,  will  not  be  narrow,  will  not  be  doubtful. 
It  will  endure  as  long  as  the  science  and  the  art  of  medicine; 
it  will  be  wide  as  the  disease  we  combat ;  it  will  be  certain  as 
the  death  we  endeavour  to  postpone. 


